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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Dan Renner 
9107 Falcon Greens Drive 
Village Of Lakewood, IL 60014 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Wadsen 
999 Lorne Way 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 
U5A 
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October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michmel IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d~g~td 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in D'A-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

445 12th Street, NW 

Matthew IGndy 
1386 Hyde Park Drive 
Port Orange, FL 32128 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposition to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually Want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC bsue9 a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recetden 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcaot flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you ?or your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

John Chrlstgau 
7 Lauren Ave. 
Novato, CA 94947 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrmnn Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatbns Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturer$ ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerely, 

Paul Suda 
2208 N. Sacramento 
wr 
Chlcago, IL 60647 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
dghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telwision. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Burton 
3733 E. Long Lake Rd. 
Traverse City, MI 49684 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrmin Mlchael K. ~ o w d  
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon or DW. 

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Martln 
23 Noble Street 
Newton, MA 02465 
USA 
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October I1,2003 

Chnirman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeec NW 
Wsrhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm w&g to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. An a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such n policy would be bad for innovstion. conmumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for oonsumer eleckodcs must be rooted in mnnufscturen' nbility to innovate for their customen. Allnukg 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new producb they can 
create. Tnis will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen m e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hulotionality. 

If the FCC imncs n brondcalt tlng mandate, 1 would actually be less a e l y  to make an investment in DN-cnpable receivers nnd other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices thnt h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plenae do not mandate broadcast flag 
technoiogy for digital television. '~hnnk you for your time 

sincerely, 

Chin Diekich 
198 Woodbine Ave. 
Narbelth, PA 19072 
USA 
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_ _  
October 1 I, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mkhael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for InnovPtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
CUStOmen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate;l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of HollyWood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Nlels Schaumann 
6809 Logan Ave. South 
Rkhfleld, MN 55423 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicntione Commission 
445 lZthStreefNW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael PoweU, 

I am d t h g  to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandnted ndoption of "broadonst flag" technology for digital television. An a oonuumer 
and cihen, 1 feel strongly thnt such a polioy would be bad for innovation, consumer right., and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for ooniumer electronics must be rooted in manufa0tured ability to innovnte for theu customen. AlloWing 
movie studios to veto fentures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the  studio^ to tell technologist. what new producte they can 
create. This will result in products that don't n e c e p d y  reflect what oonsumerr like me sctudy W M ~  and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would se tudy  be less likely to m&e an investment in DW-oapnble receivers and othcl 
equipment. I will not pay more for devioes that h i t  my right. at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
teohnology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis AI& 
5101 N40thStD-220 
Phoenix,AZ85018 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrrnan Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 l2th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to VOlCe my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for coneumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
cu~tomers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and Other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrnlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Brlan Rlley 
2030 Downy Dr. 
Apt. 62 
Hebron, KY 41048 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgital 
telension. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markt  for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ibility to innovite foc 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If h e  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment, I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Marcus Frost 
14521 NE 74th S t  
Vancouver, WA 98682 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I an,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flay technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c:Dnsumcr rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create, This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Daniel Pentecost 
2424 Cabernet Cir 
Brandon. MS 39047 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC ISSUeS a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more fordevbes that llmk my rlghts at the behest or Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadca9t flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jlm Galvln 
1127 Washlngton St 2E 
Hoboken. NJ 07030 
USA 



Page 1 Of 1 1:59:50PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 

October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsohington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcsst Bn&" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer tights, and the u l h s t e  adoption of D N .  

A robusL competitive mnrket for ccnsumer elecbonics must be rooted in manufactwen' ability to h o v s t e  for their customers. PJloWing 
movie studios to veto festures of DN-reception equipment will enable the ahldio~ to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. ? l i s  will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen U e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
chaged more money for inferior functionality. 

lfthe FCC issuei a broadcast Bag mandate, I would actudy be leis Uely to mdie an investment in DTV-capsble receiven and other 
equipment, I will not pay more for devices that limit my tights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcnot flag 
technology far digital television. ThanL you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Tim McGiU 
792 E. Brosdwny Ct 
Milford, CT 06460 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time. 

Sincerely 

Seth Alexander 
2906 Bernard Circle 
Nashville, TN 37212 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Poweg 

I nm miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. AB a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer right#, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elech.opnics must be rooted in manufachuen' nbility to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie vtudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the itudios to tell teohnologidu what new productu they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necesssfily reflect what consumeru like me actudly want, and it could result in me being 
chnrged more money for inferior hctionaliry. 

lfthe FCC iisues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be leis liLely to mnke an invedment in DTV-capable receiver@ and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my righu at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flsg 
technology for digitel television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Seth prlexander 
3339 Wllson Ave. 
Bronx, NY 10469 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 2:05:57 PM. 10/11/03 5413023099 

_ _  
October I I, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 

,445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manulpcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor fundlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Robelt Spotwood 
9432 Old Katy Road 
Houston, TX77063 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Pewell. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be footed In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create, Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalltj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable reCehrerS 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Steve Akthelm 
222 SW Harrlson #10E 
Poltland, OR 97202 
USA 
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Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fllg" technology for d@al 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessadly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

William Thompson 
315 Kinderhookhe  
Nassau, NY 12123 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what Consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Brlan Stephan 
4488 Lllac Lane 
Polt Washlngton, WI 53074 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studor to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not'pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mvldate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Barry Salhman 
319 S Cloverdale Ave Apt 204 
L o s  Angeles, CA 90036 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chbtman Michiel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washinson, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for CLpltd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
dghtr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they cm crexte. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues i broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to m a k  an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digid television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David Solomon 
5946 Eagles Way 
Haslett, MI 48840 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Deer Mkhael Powell. 

I am wrItlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgita teievlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, i feel strongly that such a poi~cy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturem' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior funalonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvero 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for dwlces that limtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerel y, 

Anthony Munoz 
1701 Marshall Rd Apt 249 
Vacavlile, CA 95687 
USA 
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Choirman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communic&ons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rightr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers likc me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues P broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dig~tal television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Morton 
695 Katherine 
Reno, NV 89502 
USA 


